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Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 06 September 2007 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)|EI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) D Claim(s) is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1,2.4.5. 12. 16. 18 and 19 is/arp rpjprtpH 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. ■ 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)KI Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)E3 All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1.ISI ■ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. Based upon the submitted amendment, entered via RCE, the examiner notes that claims 
3,6-1 1,13-15,17,20-23 are cancelled, and claims 1,5,12,16,18,19 have been amended. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. Claims 1,2,4,5,12,16,18,19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The claims use the term "management device". It is not clear exactly what this is 
referring to. For the purpose of examination, examiner assumes it is any portion of the 
communication control device and/or the management center. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 3 5 U. S .C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b) by another filed 
m the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language 



3.Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Inoue (7136368). 

As per claims 1,16, Inoue discloses a management center-base station 
that communicates with communication control devices-mobile terminals. 

The devices may be used in an (Col 1 line 60 to Col 2 line 5) ad-hoc manner 
which inherently comprises a wireless device-communication control device 
receiving and registering-storing to memory the identifier of the master 
device-management center for the purpose of the terminal being able to 
communicate with the master device (or any other devices in the ad-hoc 
network). The communication control devices also are assigned addresses- 
identifiers (Col 2 lines 40-61) via a wireless message from a management 
device. Examiner notes that any portion of Inoue's system may be read as a 
'management device'. 



As per claim 2, the communication control devices inherently comprise 
'peripheral devices' for the purpose of performing the telephone functions. The 
mobile terminals are managed by the base station. 
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As per claim 4, it is rejected as per the claim 1 rejection. 

As per claims 5,19 the terminals used in the disclosed ad-hoc network 
inherently require receiving and registration of the addresses of a plurality of 
other terminals on the ad-hoc network for the purpose of the termianls being able 
to communicate. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



10. Claims 12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Inoue (7136368) as applied to claims 1 and 16 and further in view of Seo (US Patent 
5,764,281). 

Regarding Claim 12, Seo discloses a remote control system that prompts a 
user for a password (i.e., requests identification data from a management center) 
and receives a password from a user (i.e., input means for inputting a password) 
(column 4, lines 20-32). Seo further discloses that such an arrangement prevents 
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presentation of unsuitable content to users (column 6, lines 14-20). It would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to apply 
password request and input as taught by Seo to the system taught by Inoue for 
the purpose of realizing the aforesaid advantage. 

All elements of Claim 18 are essentially comprehended by Claim 12. As such, 
Claiml8 is rejected on the same grounds as Claim 12. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 24 April 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alexander Jamal whose telephone number is 571-272-7498. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F 9AM-6PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Curtis A Kuntz can be reached on 571-272-7499. The fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned are 571-273-8300 for regular communications 
and 571-273-8300 for After Final communications. 
Examiner Alexander Jamal 
November 30, 2007 





